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REMARKS 

Claims 1 - 2 and 13 - 14 have been aneaded. No new matter has been mtrodaced with 
these amendments, all of wAich are suiq>oited in the specification as originany filed. Gaims 1 - 
S and 7-14 ronain in the application. 

T- Rejection under 35 \J.S.C. Sl07fe1 

Paragraph 4 of the Office Action dated April 20, 2005 (hereinafter, 'the OflGce Action'^ 
states that Claims 1, 2, and 10 - 1 4 are rejected under 35 U.S,C. §102(e) as being anticipated by 
Malamud et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 20030142123). Hds rejection is respectfully ttaveised. 

Applicants have amended flieir independent Claims 1, 2, 1 3, and 14 herein to more 
clearly specify limitations of their claimed inv^on. As amended, these clahns specify diat the 
"representation [over which a virtual sensor portion is positioned/dragged] is partially viewable 
through, and within a visual crosshair of, the virtual sensor portion". See, for example, p. 6. lines 
1 1 - 13 of Applicants' ^edikatiot)^ as wdl as element 1 10 in Fig. 1. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Malamud has no teaching, nor any suggestion, of such 
feature of a previewer graphic, and that tiieir independent Claims 1, 2, 13, and 14 are patentably 
distinct fiom lV!aIa»iud. Dependent Claims 10 - 12 are flierefore deemed patentable over the 
reference as well, and the Examinee Is respectfiil^y requested to wliiidrew the § 102 r^ectjk>n. 
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H- RfiieetioB Und er 35 U.SC S103fa^ 

PaiagT^hS of theOffice Action states that Claims 3, 5, and 7 - 9 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §lQ3(a) as being ui^pafentable over MaJanxud in view Petrqpoiilos et al (U.S. Pub. No. 
20030146939). Paiagraph 6 of the OflSce Aetjon states tliat Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§103(a) as being unpatentable over Malamud ct al. in view of Krause (U.S. Patent 6160554). 
These rejections are re^ectfiilly tntveised. 

As demonsttated above. Applicants' independent Claims 1, 2, 13, and 14 are patentably 
distinct fiom Malamud. Therefore^ the cited references fiul to render Applicants^ dependent 
aairos 3 - 5 and 7 - 9 unpatentea>Ie when taken in combination (assuming, arguendo, that <»ie of 
skill in the art would be motivated to attonpt such combination, and that the combination can be 
made), and the Examiner is therefore respectfully requested to widtdiaw the § 103 rejection. 

nr. Conclusion 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the potding rejected claims, 
withdrawal of all presently outstanding rejections, and allowance of all remaining claims at an 



early date. 



Re^ctfiiliy submitted. 




MarciaL. Doiibet 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 40,999 
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